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Application/Control INfumber: 09/767,964 
Art Unit: 2154 

DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-25 are presented for examination. 

Claim Ohjections 

2. It is noted that although the present application does contain line numbers in the 
specification and claims, the line numbers in the claims do not correspond to the preferred 
format. The preferred format is to number each line of every claim, with each claim 
beginning with line i. For ease of reference by both the Office and Applicant all future 
correspondence should include the recommended line numbering. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The claims are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform with current 
U.S. practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign document 
and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming 
the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention, 

a. The following claim lacks proper antecedent basis: 

i. Claim 18, line 8 - "the information transmission source". 
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b. The ciaim language in the following claims is unclear: 

ii. Claim 18, lines 7-9 - it is unclear if the gateway apparatus or the 
information transmission source generates the acquisition request. 

Claim Rejections - 55 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by 
another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (i), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before 
the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 
1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments 
Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly 
from an international application filed before November 29, 2000, Therefore, the prior art 
date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C, 102(e) prior to the amendment by the 
AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 



5. Claims I and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being anticipated by Fujini et al 
(hereinafter Fujini), U.S Patent No. 6,085, 222. 

6. As to claim i, Fujini teaches a communication system comprising: 

a client including setting means for setting a parameter and notification means for 
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notifying the parameter set by said setting means (column 4, lines i-zo where the priority 
level is a parameter of the client and which is transmitted, "notifying", the gateway); 

a gateway apparatus including acquisition means for generating an information 
acquisition request on the basis of the parameter notified by said notification means, 
information storage means for temporarily storing information received in response to the 
acquisition request generated by said acquisition request means, and information transfer 
means for transferring the information stored in said information storage means to said 
client (column 4, lines 25-47 ^^id column 5, line 45 to column 6, line 20); and 

an information source server including information storage means for storing the 
information acquired by said acquisition request means, and information transmission means 
for transmitting the information stored in said information storage means to said gateway 
apparatus upon reception of the acquisition request (column 5, lines 38-44 and lines 63-66). 

7. As to claim 6, Fujino teaches a system wherein the parameter includes at least one of 
attribute information indicating a display capability and processing capability of said client, 
attribute information indicating communication capabilities between said client and said 
gateway apparatus and between gateway apparatus and said server, and predetermined 
preference information designated by a user of said client (column 4, line 21 to column 5, line 

38). 
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Claim Rejections - 55 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may. not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims z and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kito 
(hereinafter Kito), U.S Patent No. 5,946,464, in view of Lee, U.S Patent No. 6,542,506, in 
further .view of applicant's admitted prior art (AAPA). 

10. As to claim 2, Kito teaches a communication system comprising: 

a client including creation request means for requesting creation of an agent for 
information acquisition and notification means for notifying a parameter to be set in the 
agent created by said creation request means (column 2, lines 33-34 and column 5, lines 21-31); 

a gateway apparatus including storage means for storing the parameter for each agent, 
an agent for which a creation request is generated by said creation request means, parameter 
setting means for setting the parameter notified by said notification means in the storage 
area, and an agent for generating an information acquisition request on the basis of the 
parameter set by said parameter setting means, temporarily storing information in response 
to the acquisition request, and transferring the information to said client (column 2, lines 35- 
52, column 3, lines 1-12 and column 5, lines 31-42 - where they agent server is the gateway 
apparatus); and 
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an information source server including information storage means, connected to said 
gateway apparatus, for storing information for which an acquisition request is generated by 
said agent in advance, and information transmission means for transmitting the information 
stored in said information storage means to said gateway apparatus upon reception of the 
acquisition means (Figure 2, items 132, 131, 133, 134 and 254, column 8, lines 24-31 and claim 11(f) 
and (g)). 

While Kito does teach a storing data in a predetermined storage area in said storage 
means for each agent (column 5, lines 34-42) but does not teach a gateway apparatus with 
storage area reservation means for reserving a predetermined storage area in said storage 
means or that the gateway apparatus and the information source server are connected via a 
radio data communication network. 

11, Lee teaches a gateway apparatus with storage area reservation means for reserving a 
predetermined storage area in said storage means (column 5, lines 48-56 and line 65 to column 
6, line 2). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include a reservation means in Kito's storage area so that the agents 
are guaranteed buffer space to temporarily store data. 

12. Applicant's admitted prior art (hereinafter AAPA - Figure i and page 2, lines 2-14) 
teaches is it well known and expected in the art for the gateway apparatus to be connected to 
the information source server via a radio data communication network. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 




Application/Control Number: 09/767,964 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2154 

Kito*s gateway apparatus to communicate via radio data to the server so they can 
communicate wirelessly. 

13. Claims 3 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kito, Lee 
and AAPA as applied to claim 2 above, in further view of Dattatri, U.S Patent No. 6,658,453. 

14. Kito does not teach a system wherein said client comprises operation stop instructing 
means for generating an instruction to stop operation of said agent, and said gateway 
apparatus comprises agent stopping means for stopping the operation of said agent when an 
operation stop instruction is generated by said operation stop instructing means. 

15. Dattatri teaches a system wherein said client comprises operation stop instructing 
means for generating an instruction to stop operation of said agent, and said gateway 
apparatus comprises agent stopping means for stopping the operation of said agent when an 
operation stop instruction is generated by said operation stop instructing means(column 8, 
lines 8-14, lines 48-50 and column 13, lines 58-59). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include the stop functionality 
in Kito's agent and gateway apparatus so the client has control over when to stop agent from 
operating. 
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16. Claims 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kite, Lee and 
AAPA as applied to claim 2 above, in further view of Dattatri, in further view of Shostak, 
U.S Patent No. 5,913,029. 

17. As to claim 4, Kito does not teach a system wherein said client comprises delete 
instructing means for generating an instruct to delete said agent, and said gateway apparatus 
comprises storage area releasing means for releasing a storage area reserved in said storage 
means in correspondence with a designated agent when the delete instruction is generated by 
said delete instructing means. 

18. Dattatri teaches a system wherein said client comprises delete instructing means for 
generating an instruct to delete said agent (column 7, line 52 and 65 and column 8, lines 9-10), 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to include agent deleting capability in Kito to allow the client means to remove the 
agent from the gateway apparatus. 

19. Shostak teaches a system wherein said gateway apparatus comprises storage area 
releasing means for releasing a storage area reserved in said storage means in correspondence 
with a designated agent when the delete instruction is generated by said delete instructing 
means (column 11, lines 7-15 and column 12, lines 20-31). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include a storage area releasing 
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means in Kite's gateway apparatus so when the agent is removed or deleted as signaled by 
the client, the memory can be allocated to another agent. 

20. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kito, Lee and 
AAPA as applied to claim 2 above, and Dattatri as applied to claim 3 above, in further view 
of Shostak. 

21. As to claim 5, Kito does not teach a system wherein said client comprises delete 
instructing means for generating an instruct to delete said agent, and said gateway apparatus 
comprises storage area releasing means for releasing a storage area reserved in said storage 
means in correspondence with a designated agent when the delete instruction is generated by 
said delete instructing means. 

22. Dattatri teaches a system wherein said client comprises delete instructing means for 
generating an instruct to delete said agent (column 7, line 52 and 65 and column 8, lines 9-10). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to include agent deleting capability in Kito to allow the client means to remove the 
agent from the gateway apparatus. 

23. Shostak teaches a system wherein said gateway apparatus comprises storage area 
releasing means for releasing a storage area reserved in said storage means in correspondence 
with a designated agent when the delete instruction is generated by said delete instructing 
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means (column 11, lines 7-15 and column 12, lines 20-31). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include a storage area releasing 
means in Kito*s gateway apparatus so when the agent is removed or deleted as signaled by 
the client, the memory can be allocated to another agent, 

24. Claims 7 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kito, 
Lee and AAPA as applied to claim 2 above, in further view of Fujino. 

25. Kito does not teach a system wherein the parameter includes at least one of attribute 
information indicating a display capability and processing capability of said client, attribute 
information indicating communication capabilities between said client and said gateway 
apparatus and between said gateway apparatus and said server, and predetermined preference 
information designated by a user of said client. 

26. Fujino teaches a system wherein the parameter includes at least one of attribute 
information indicating a display capability and processing capability of said client, attribute 
information indicating communication capabilities between said client and said gateway 
apparatus and between gateway apparatus and said server, and predetermined preference 
information designated by a user of said client (column 4, line 21 to column 5, line 38 and 
column 6, lines 27-38 and lines 51-61). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify Kito's parameter to indicate the 
capabilities of the client, as well as the capabilities between the client, the gateway apparatus 
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and the server, so the gateway can tailor the information that it obtains from the server to the 
capabiUties of the cUent, minimizing the amount of bandwidth wasted (column 4, lines 59- 

64). 

27. Claims 8 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kito, Lee 
and AAPA as applied to claim 2 above, and Dattatri, as applied to claims 3 above, in further 
view of Fujino. 

28. Kito does not teach a system wherein the parameter includes at least one of attribute 
information indicating a display capability and processing capability of said client, attribute 
information indicating communication capabilities between said client and said gateway 
apparatus and between said gateway apparatus and said server, and predetermined preference 
information designated by a user of said client. 

29. Fujino teaches a system wherein the parameter includes at least one of attribute 
information indicating a display capability and processing capability of said client, attribute 
information indicating communication capabilities between said client and said gateway 
apparatus and between gateway apparatus and said server, and predetermined preference 
information designated by a user of said client (column 4, line 21 to column 5, line 38). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Kito's parameter to indicate the capabilities of the client, as well as the 
capabilities between the client, the gateway apparatus and the server, so the gateway can 
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tailor the information that it obtains from the server to the capabilities of the chent, 
minimizing the amount of bandwidth wasted (column 4, lines 59-64), 

30. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kito, Lee, and 
AAPA as applied to claim 2 above, and Dattatri and Shostak as applied to claim 4 above, in 
further view of Fujino. 



31. Kito does not teach a system wherein the parameter includes at least one of attribute 
information indicating a display capability and processing capability of said client, attribute 
information indicating communication capabilities between said client and said gateway 
apparatus and between said gateway apparatus and said server, and predetermined preference 
information designated by a user of said client. 

32. Fujino teaches a system wherein the parameter includes at least one of attribute 
information indicating a display capability and processing capability of said client, attribute 
information indicating communication capabilities between said client and said gateway 
apparatus and between gateway apparatus and said server, and predetermined preference 
information designated by a user of said client (column 4, line 21 to column 5, line 38). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Kito*s parameter to indicate the capabilities of the client, as well as the 
capabilities between the client, the gateway apparatus and the server, so the gateway can 
tailor the information that it obtains from the server to the capabilities of the client. 
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minimizing the amount of bandwidth wasted (coiumn 4, hnes 59-64). 

33. Claim 10 is a method that performs the functions of the system of claim 2 and do not 
further limit or define the invention. Therefore, claim 10 is rejected for the reasons set forth 
in above paragraphs 7-10 for claim 2. 

34. Claim II is a method that performs the function of the system of claim 3 and do not 
further limit or define the invention. Therefore claim 11 is rejected for the reasons set forth in 
above paragraphs 11-13 for claim 3. 

35. Claim 12 is a method that performs the functions of the system of claim 7 and do not 
further limit or define the invention. Therefore claim 12 is rejected for the reasons set forth in 
above paragraphs 21-23 for claim 7. 

36. Claim 13 is a method that performs the functions of the system of claim 8 and do not 
further limit or define the invention. Therefore claim 13 is rejected for the reasons set forth in 
above paragraphs 24-26 for claim 8. ^ 

37. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kito, in view of 
Lee, 



38. Kito teaches a gateway apparatus comprising: 
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storage means for storing a parameter set for each agent (column lines 31-42); 

parameter setting means for setting the parameter (column 5, lines 31-42, where the 
trigger, filter, action information are the parameters); 

an agent for generating an information acquisition request on the basis of the 
parameter set by said parameter setting means, temporarily storing information received via 
a radio data communication network in accordance with the acquisition request , and 
transferring the information to the request source which has generated the agent creation 
request (column 2, lines 38-52 and column 5, lines 34-42). 

While Kito does teach a storing data in a predetermined storage area in said storage 
means for each agent (columni 5, lines 34-42) but does not teach a gateway apparatus with 
storage area reservation means for reserving a predetermined storage area in said storage 
means or that the gateway apparatus and the information source server are connected via a 
radio data communication network. 

39. Lee teaches a gateway apparatus with storage area reservation means for reserving a 
predetermined storage area in said storage means (column 5, lines 48-56 and line 65 to column 
6, line 2). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include a reservation means in Kito's storage area so that the agents 
are guaranteed buffer space to temporarily store data. 



40. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kito and Lee as 
applied to claim 14 above, in further view of Dattatri. 
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41. Kito does not teach an apparatus wherein when an operation stop instruction is 
generated for said agent, operation of said agent is stopped. 

42. Lee teaches an apparatus wherein when an operation stop instruction is generated for 
said agent, operation of said agent is stopped (column 8, Unes 8-14, Unes 48-50 and column 13, 
lines 58-59). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include the stop functionality in Kito's gateway apparatus so the 
client has control over when to stop the agent from operating, 

43. Claims 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kito and Lee as 
applied to claim 14, and in further view of Shostak. 

44. Kito does not teach an apparatus wherein when a delete instruction is generated for 
said agent, a storage area reserved in said storage means is released in correspondence with a 
designated agent. 

45. Dattatri teaches an apparatus wherein a delete instruction is generated for said agent 
(column 7, line 52 and 65 and column 8, lines 9-10). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include agent deleting 
capability in Kito to allow the client means to remove the agent from the gateway apparatus. 
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46. Shostak teaches an apparatus wherein a storage area reserved in said storage means is 
released in correspondence with a designated agent (column 11, lines 7-15 and column 12, lines 
20-31). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include a storage area releasing means in Kito's apparatus so when the agent is 
removed or deleted as signaled by the client, the memory can be allocated to another agent. 

47. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kito and Lee as 
applied to claim 14 above, and Dattatri as applied to claim 15 above, in further view of 
Shostak. 

48. Kito does not teach an apparatus wherein when a delete instruction is generated for 
said agent, a storage area reserved in said storage means is released in correspondence with a 

^ designated agent. 

49. Dattatri teaches an apparatus wherein a delete instruction is generated for said agent 
(column 7, line 52 and 65 and column 8, lines 9-10). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include agent deleting 
capability in Kito to allow the client means to remove the agent from the gateway apparatus. 

50. Shostak teaches an apparatus wherein a storage area reserved in said storage means is 
released in correspondence with a designated agent (column 11, lines 7-15 and column 12, lines 
20-31). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
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was made to include a storage area releasing means in Kito's apparatus so when the agent is 
removed or deleted as signaled by the client, the memory can be allocated to another agent. 

51, Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kito and Lee, in 
further view of Fujino. 

52, Kito does not teach an apparatus wherein the parameter includes at least one of 
attribute information indicating a display capability and processing capability of the request 
source which has generated the agent creation request, attribute information indicating 
communication capabilities between the request source and said gateway apparatus and 
between said gateway apparatus and the information transmission source which has 
generated the acquisition request, and predetermined preference information designated by a 
user of the request source. 

53, Fujino teaches a system wherein the parameter includes at least one of attribute 
information indicating a display capability and processing capability of the request source 
which has generated the agent creation request, attribute information indicating 
communication capabilities between the request source and said gateway apparatus and 
between said gateway apparatus and the information transmission source which has 
generated the acquisition request, and predetermined preference information designated by a 
user of the request source (column 4, line 21 to column 5, line 38). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Kito's 
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parameter to indicate the capabilities of the client, as well as the capabilities between the 
client, the gateway apparatus and the server, so the gateway can tailor the information that it 
obtains from the server to the capabilities of the client, minimizing the amount of bandwidth 
wasted (column 4, lines 59-64). 

54. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kito and Lee, as 
applied to claim 14 above, in view of Dattatri as applied to claim 15 above, in further view of 
Fujino. 

55. Kito does not teach an apparatus wherein the parameter includes at least one of 
attribute information indicating a display capability and processing capability of the request 
source which has generated the agent creation request, attribute information indicating 
communication capabilities between the request source and said gateway apparatus and 
between said gateway apparatus and the information transmission source which has 
generated the acquisition request, and predetermined preference information designated by a 
user of the request source. 

56. Fujino teaches a system wherein the parameter includes at least one of attribute 
information indicating a display capability and processing capability of the request source 
which has generated the agent creation request, attribute information indicating 
communication capabilities between the request source and said gateway apparatus and 
between said gateway apparatus and the information transmission source which has 
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generated the acquisition request, and predetermined preference information designated by a 
user of the request source (column 4, line 21 to column 5, line 38). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Kito's 
parameter to indicate the capabilities of the client, as well as the capabilities between the 
client, the gateway apparatus and the server, so the gateway can tailor the information that it 
obtains from the server to the capabilities of the client, minimizing the amount of bandwidth 
wasted (column 4, lines 59-64). 

57. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kito and Lee, as 
applied to claim 14 above, in view of Dattatri and Shostak as applied to claim 16 above, in 
further view of Fujino. 

58. Kito does not teach an apparatus wherein the parameter includes at least one of 
attribute information indicating a display capability and processing capability of the request 
source which has generated the agent creation request, attribute information indicating 
communication capabilities between the request source and said gateway apparatus and 
between said gateway apparatus and the information transmission source which has 
generated the acquisition request, and predetermined preference information designated by a 
user of the request source. 



59. Fujino teaches a system wherein the parameter includes at least one of attribute 
information indicating a display capability and processing capability of the request source 
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which has generated the agent creation request, attribute information indicating 
communication capabiUties between the request source and said gateway apparatus and 
between said gateway apparatus and the information transmission source which has 
generated the acquisition request, and predetermined preference information designated by a 
user of the request source (column 4, Une 21 to column 5, line 38). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Kito's 
parameter to indicate the capabilities of the client, as well as the capabilities between the 
client, the gateway apparatus and the server, so the gateway can tailor the information that it 
obtains from the server to the capabilities of the client, minimizing the amount of bandwidth 
wasted (column 4, lines 59-64). 

60. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kito and Lee, as 
applied to claim 14 above, in view of Dattatri as applied to claim 15 above and in view of 
Shostak as applied to claim 17 above, in further view of Fujino. 

61, Kito does not teach an apparatus wherein the parameter includes at least one of 
attribute information indicating a display capability and processing capability of the request 
source which has generated the agent creation request, attribute information indicating 
communication capabilities between the request source and said gateway apparatus and 
between said gateway apparatus and the information transmission source which has 
generated the acquisition request, and predetermined preference information designated by a 
user of the request source. 
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62. Fujino teaches a system wherein the parameter includes at least one of attribute 
information indicating a display capability and processing capability of the request source 
which has generated the agent creation request, attribute information indicating 
communication capabilities between the request source and said gateway apparatus and 
between said gateway apparatus and the information transmission source which has 
generated the acquisition request, and predetermined preference information designated by a 
user of the request source (column 4, line 21 to column 5, line 38). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Kito's 
parameter to indicate the capabilities of the client, as well as the capabilities between the 
client, the gateway apparatus and the server, so the gateway can tailor the information that it 
obtains from the server to the capabilities of the client, minimizing the amount of bandwidth 
wasted (column 4, lines 59-64), 

63. Claims 22 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kito, in 
view of Fujino. 

64. As to claim 22, Kito teaches a client comprising: 

creation request means for requesting creation of an agent for information acquisition 
(column 2, lines 33-34); 

notification means for notifying a parameter to be set in the agent created by said 
creation request means (column 5, lines 32-42); and 




Application/ Control Number: 09/767,964 Page 22 

Art Unit: 2154 

information acquisition means for generating the information acquisition request by 
using the agent created by said creation request means on the basis of the parameter notified 
by said notification means (column 4, lines 33-36 and column 5, lines 46-65). 

Kito does not teach acquiring the information via a radio data communication 
network. 

65. Fujino teaches a client that acquires information via a radio data communication 
network (Figure i, items 11 and 13 and column 3, lines 28-34). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include radio 
communication capability in Kito when the client requires mobility such as a portable 
telephone. 

66. As to claim 24, Kito does not teach a client wherein the parameter includes at least 
one of attribute information indicating a display capability and processing capability of said 
client, attribute information indicating communication capabilities between said client and 
said gateway apparatus and between gateway apparatus and said server, and predetermined 
preference information designated by a user of said client, 

67. Fujino teaches a system wherein the parameter includes at least one of attribute 
information indicating a display capability and processing capability of said client, attribute 
information indicating communication capabilities between said client and said gateway 
apparatus and between gateway apparatus and said server, and predetermined preference 
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information designated by a user of said cUent (column 4, line 21 to column 5, line 38 and 
column 6, lines 27-38 and lines 51-61), It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify Kito's parameter to indicate the 
capabilities of the client, as well as the capabilities between the client, the gateway apparatus 
and the server, so the gateway can tailor the information that it obtains from the server to the 
capabilities of the client, minimizing the amount of bandwidth wasted (column 4, lines 59- 

64). 

68. Claim 23 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kito and 
Fujino as applied to claim 22 above, in further view of Dattatri. 

69. Kito does not teach a client wherein operation of the agent created by said creation 
request means is stopped or the agent is deleted by generating an operation stop instruction 
or delete instruction for the agent. 

70. Dattatri teaches a client wherein operation of the agent created by said creation 
request means is stopped or the agent is deleted by generating an operation stop instruction 
or delete instruction for the agent (column 8, lines 9-15). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include stop/delete capability 
for the client in Kito to increase the amount of control and access that the client has over the 
agent. 
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71. As to claim 25, Kito does not teach a client wherein the parameter includes at least one 
of attribute information indicating a display capability and processing capability of said 
client, attribute information indicating communication capabilities between said client and 
said gateway apparatus and between gateway apparatus and said server, and predetermined 
preference information designated by a user of said client. 

72. Fujino teaches a system wherein the parameter includes at least one of attribute 
information indicating a display capability and processing capability of said client, attribute 
information indicating communication capabilities between said client and said gateway 
apparatus and between gateway apparatus and said server, and predetermined preference 
information designated by a user of said client (column 4, line 21 to column 5, line 38 and 
column 6, lines 27-38 and lines 51-61), It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify Kito's parameter to indicate the 
capabilities of the client, as well as the capabilities between the client, the gateway apparatus 
and the server, so the gateway can tailor the information that it obtains from the server to the 
capabilities of the client, minimizing the amount of bandwidth wasted (column 4, lines 59- 

64). 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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The following patents are cited to further the state of the art in regards to 
communications systems between client, gateways and servers: 
U.S Patent No. 5,745,754 to Lagarde et al; 
U.S Patent No. 5,903,732 to Reed et al; 
U.S Patent No. 6,304,864 to Liddy et al; 
U.S Patent No. 6,594,557 to Stefan et al. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dohm Chankong whose telephone number is (703)305-8864, 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John FoUansbee can be reached on (703)305-8498. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217' 
9197 (toll-free). 
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